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It is only within the last ten years that national 
attention has been focused on the problem of criminal 
justice. A prime example of this new awareness was the 
increase in federal corrections spending. The figure 
jumped from $2 mill ion in 1969 to $250 million in 1972, 
1 a brief period of three years. While this is a signifi-
cant achievement in the field, it is hardly a panacea. 
This trend must continue by way of issue identification 
and the subsequent involvement by our entire society. 
There are three major trends which become evident 
when studying the impact of crime. The first is that 
corrections alone cannot solve our crime problem.
2 
As 
a direct result of this realization, efforts are being 
made to organize and unite those agencies affiliated 
with any aspect of the criminal justice system. Con-
sol idation is one of the main devices to combat inef-
ficiency on the state and local level . 3 
The second trend is the realization that the 
p1oblem of crime is not uniquely the responsibility 
3 
4 
of the criminal justice process. All the new con-
struction and refurbishing of facil ites will do little 
to solve the problem without the rectification of many 
grave social ills.5 
The third major development is the predisposition 
toward community-based corrections. 6 The lack of de-
velopment at social interaction is one of the main 
f . . l b h . 7 causes o cr1m1na e av1or. The location of cor -
rectional facilities within the community fabric helps 
alleviate or at least minimizes the distinction between 
the institution and the community.
8 
This provides for 
a greater opportunity for success during transition 
periods. 
This comprehensive project attempts to be cogni-
zant of these current trends in developing a solution 
to a City-Cour1ty Law Enforcement Center for Beaufort 
County, South Carolina. 
• 
EXISTING FACILITIES 
5 
The law enforcement facilites housing the various 
agencies in Beaufort County were not designed for the 
task that they are presently performing. Complicating 
the issue is the fact that these facilities are very 
overcrowded and have been evaluated as functionally 
inadequate. 
The original county jail is over forty years old. 
An enlargement of the facility in 1962 is also begin-
ning to show signs of age. In view of recent develop-
ments in the field of corrections, it is doubtful that 
the existing facility will be able to fulfill those 
requirements without extensive renovations. 
The Courthouse, another aging member of the Beau-
fort legal community, is also in need of assistance. 
A recent feasibility study advocated the investigation 
of a new courthouse. 
In this section of the report, each of the major 
facil iti 0 s related to law enforcement in Beaufort 
County is evaluated. 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 
BEAUFORT 
COUNTY 
Figure 1. Locator Map 
6 
Sheriff's Department. The Sheriff's Department and 
the county correctional facilities are located in a 
two-block complex of county office buildings in down-
town Beaufort. The entire Sheriff's Department is 
located in six offices that have been converted from 
their original use as jail cells. The area of these 
offices is only 1 ,360 square feet, which is woefully 
• d 9 1na equate. 
• 
The Sheriff's office is adequate • • 1n size; how-
ever, it is performing a dual role in that it serves 
as a conference and storage area, therefore making 
it inadquate. The laboratory and the Jailer's office 
are acceptable, however there is no room for future 
expan s ion. There are eight detectives working out of 
an area approximately two hundred square feet. This 
same room is also used for interogation, • • 1nterv1ews 
and counseling. This is hardly conducive to the proper 
performance of law enforcement. The administration 
area is overcrowded. 
{ 
Fi g ure 2. Juri s - \ 
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Figure 3. Existing Facil ites Locations 
8 
Beaufort Pol ice Department. The Beaufort Pol ice De-
partment is more crowded than the Sheriff's Department, 
even thouqh their facilities are considerably newer. 
Beaufort has twenty-four sworn officers and fourteen 
additional personnel at this time. There is a small 
lobby with a receptionist-dispatcher. 
In the 1970-71 Comprehensive Law Enforcement Plans 
by the Lowcountry Regional Planning Council, the Beau-
fort Pol ice Department was classified as crowded and 
functionally inadequate. lO 
Port Royal Pol ice Department. Port Royal 1 s Pol ice 
Department is presently located at the Municipal 
Government Complex for that city. This is a new 
complex and their facilities are adequate at the 
present time. Their facilities, however, are not 
very elaborate with respect to specialization for 
law enforcement. While their pol ice force may not 
need a great deal of space for expansion in the 
DETENTION 
9 
near future, the administrative functions of the city 
may be in a position to utilize the additional space, 
if the police department were to move into a consol i-
dated law enforcement center. 
The Beaufort County Jail, the major detention 
facility of the county was constructed in 1935 and 
en 1 a rg ed i n l 9 62. 1 1 The on l y other facility in the 
county for housing arrested people is a small over-
night lockup jai l in Bluffton. 12 The county jail 
has a capacity of seventy-two people, however this is 
without regard to regulations st ipulating that alleged 
off ende r s be segregated according to sex, age, offense, 
d . d 1 3 an prior recor . 
The jail cons i sts of twenty cells, only two of 
which are s ingle eel l s. The rema ining eighteen cells 
are four-man eel l s that are arranged in various con-
figurations. Six of the se four-man cells allow for 
the separation of inmates. The last twelve cells are 
divided into four groups and they each have a common 
day room. 
The Beaufort County Jail was last inspected in 
Feb ruary, 1972, and was found to be inadequate, at 
that time, for deficiencies in nin e areas. Those 
areas are: 
1. Separation of Inmates. Facilities for 
s egregating inmates, particularly juveniles 
from adults, are inadequate. 
2. Inmate Handling. 
is not suited for 
The design of the jail 
easy handling of inmates. 
1 0 
3. Int racommun i cations. Communications between 
the inmates' living quarters and the front 
office are inadequate. In fact, there is 
• • • no 1ntracommun1cat1on system. 
4. Isolation. Facilities to isolate and control 
problem prisoners are inadequate. 
5. Special Consultation Rooms. The jail is 
without space or facilities for questioning 
or counseling inmates. 
6. Drunk Tank. There is no special cell 
i so lating o r handling cirunks. 
]. Visiting Room s . There are no visiting 
rooms in the jail. 
-tor 
COURTROOMS 
8. Chapel Space. Facilities are not available 
for use as a chapel. 
l 1 
9. Storage Space. Because of the shortages of 
storage space, cells are used for storage. 14 
The Beaufort County Court House was constructed 
in 1883 and has not been renovated since 1936. 15 A 
second renovation is a poss i bi l ity, as is the con -
struction of a new court house. It is, by present 
standards, outdated and inadequate. 
16 
Of the seven courts meeting in the Beaufort area, 
f f h d . h h 17 our o t em o not meet 1n t e court ouse. These 
four are: the Beaufort Family Court, the Beaufort 
City Recorders' Court, the Port Royal Recorders' 
Court, and the full-time Magistrates' Court. The 
three remaining are: the Fourteenth Circuit Court, 
the Civil and Criminal Court of Beaufort County, and 
the Probate Court. 
All of the courts that meet outside the court-
hou se, with the exception of the Port Royal Recorders' 
12 
Court which meets in their city council chambers, are 
utilizing facilities not designed for the judicial 
process, and are therefore inadequate. The existing 
court facilities are also inadequate due to the poor 
acoustics, ventilation, and overall design of the 
18 
structure. 
The Family Court does not require the regular 
use of a courtroom. Due to the nature of the juvenile 
and family hearings, more suitable accommodations such 
as conference rooms are desirable. Provisions for 
1 1. 1 19 persona counse 1ngs are a so necessary. 
The lack of consolidation with respect to central-
ized records for the county law enforcement and legal 
agencies is also a pro blem that needs to be resolved. 
The feasibility study for a new joint city -county law 
enforcement facility conducted by Vi srnor, McG i 1 l, and 
Be 11 , Inc. , and Geiger, McE 1 veen and Kennedy advocates 
the investigation of a new courthouse for Beaufort 
County. 
DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 
POPULATION 
1 4 
Beaufort County has undergone a substantial 
increase in population between 1940 and 1970. With 
a hundred thirty-two percent increase, which equaled 
over 29,000 people during that period, the city has 
d . .f. h 20 un e rgone some s 1gn1 1 cant c anges. 
The existence of the military in Beaufort County 
has long been an influential determinant of the 
county's population, in fact, a substantial portion 
of the recent increases have been due to the transfer 
of mi 1 i tary personnel into the Beaufort area. I n a 1 1 
probabi 1 ity, the population with respect to the mili-
tary establishments has been stabilized. 
The emergence of the Hilton Head r eso rt area has 
already had some influence on the county's population 
and is projected to be the fastest growing county 
cer1sus division during the next fifteen years. How-
eve r, over seventy percent of the population will 
remain in the Beaufort-Port Royal area for the pro-
jection date of 1990.
21 
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At the present time, the number of law enforce-
ment pe r son nel for Beaufort County i s s lightly below 
the average for the southeastern region of the United 
States. 22 
In their feasib i 1 ity study, Vismor, HcGi 11, and 
Bel J, Inc. state that Beaufort County is currently 
twenty o ffice r s short of the seventy-six they need t o 
be comparable to s imi l ar localities in the region. 
To meet projections for the 1990 planning date, a 
tota l of 108 pol ice offi ce rs wi 11 be necessa r y . Vis~o r, 
Mc G i 1 l • a n d Be 1 1 , I n c . s u g g e s t s t h a t a mo r e r ea 1 i s t i c 
number \1o uld be approxima tel y e ighty o fficers. They 
pr opose a breakdo\A1n o f f o rt y sheriff's deputies, thirty 
Beaufort city pol ice office rs, and ten Port Royal pol ice 
ff . 2 3 o 1cers. 
In order to achieve a t hr ee to one rati o of o fficers 
to cle ri cal personne l bv 1990, it will be necessa r y to 
add se\1e ra 1 c 1 er ks. ~1a i nta i n i ng this ra tio \vi 11 ! ncrease 
t he o f f i c e r s 1 1 aw en f o r c en1 en t d u t y t i rn e by t ~"en t y - f i v e 
DETENTION STATISTICS 
19 
24 
percent. This will result in approximately twenty-
seven clerical and administrative aides for all three 
departments by 1990. 
The State o f South Carolina is presently develop-
ing and implementing a regional ized corrections pro -
gram. 25 Under this program , the local governing 
agency would be responsible for a Local Holding Center 
and a Local Correctional Center. The State would be 
responsible for an Intake Service Center, a Regional 
Correctional Center, a Partial Release Center, and a 
H. h s . c 26 1g ecur1ty enter. Each of these facilities is 
described as fol lows: 
The Local Holding Center is the first contact of 
an arrested person with the correctional system. He 
will b~ assessed at this point to determine if he will 
be placed in non-correctional programs or if he will 
be sent to the Local Correctional Center. The four 
interrelated activities required for a Local Holding 
Center are as follows: 
20 
Intake. In the Local Holding Center, space shall 
be provided for preliminary identification of the 
alleged offender, medical inspection, and whatever 
booking procedures may be required. 
Residence. In the Local Holding Center, residence 
spaces consist of individual cells or rooms. 
These should be complete with personal hygienic 
facilities but may share shower facilities. Visual 
access to the outside and a residential environ -
ment is desirable. 
Administration. One or two offices should be pro-
vided for a staff work area, and for a communi -
cations 1 ink with state correctional and law 
enforcement information systems. In addition, 
there should be a public entrance and a small 
reception-waiting area. There should be one 
room for every ten or fifteen residents for hearings 
with law enforcement officials, lawyers, family 
members, and representatives of corrmunity agencies. 
Activity Support. The necessary climate control 
and facility maintenance space should be provided. 
Restrooms should be accessible from staff and 
public spaces. Food service for the clients may 
be contracted out. 
The Local Correctional Center supports Lncal Pre -
trial Detention and persons serving less than thirty 
days. It has a varied program and should support no 
more than 200 residents. 
21 
The Intake Service Center conducts the assessment 
and offender transactions for the State System. It is 
the central component of the Adult Correctional System. 
The Regional Correctional Center supports residential 
programs exceeding thirty days with the exception of 
partial release and high security programs. The maxi -
mum capacity for this facility should be 200 people. 
The Partial Release Center administers partial 
release programs for people serving more than thirty 
days. Capacity is approximately 30 people. 
The High Security Center supports programs for 
dangerous individuals serving more than 30 days. 
Under this plan, Beaufort County would be respon-
sible for a Local Holding Center and a Local Correctional 
Center. Due to the fact that the Pol ice and Sheriff's 
Departments wi 1 l be housed at the new Law Enforcement 
Center, it would seem appropriate to locate the Local 
Holding Center at that location. The existing County 
22 
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JAIL POPULATION BY SENTENCE, 1972 
Table I. Local Correctional Space Needs by Age, Sex and Type of Offense, 1990* 
Capa<...ity of Inmate Po~ulation 1972 
Use County Ja i 1 
Justifica ti on 1972 Number 
Adu 1 t male feJons 66 442 
(inclusive) 
Adu 1 t male misde-
meanors & others 540 
Adult male alcoholics, 
drunks & related 
of fenders 527 
Adult fema)es 4 83 
Juvenile boys 4 140 
Juvenile girls 30 
Tota l 74 1 , 762 
Sources: Beaufort County Jail Book 
U.S . Dept. of C0011lerce, Bureau of Census 
Calculations by Vismor, McGi 11 & Bel I, Inc. 
Percent 
Total 
25.0 
30 . 0 
30.0 
05.0 
08.0 
02.0 
100 . 0 
Projected Estimated 
Oats Occu~ied 1972 Inmate Number Days 
Percent Population to be Occupied 
Number Total 1990 1990 
10,749 71 . 0 600 5,800 
1, 495 9 . 9 730 l , 800 
932 06. 1 730 1 , 250 
202 01 . 3 120 300 
1 , 703 1 l . 2 200 l , 2 50 
69 00.5 60 100 
1 5, 1 50 100.0 2,440 10,500 
23 
Adjusted 
Occupancy Computed 
Requirements Number 
(200% x Est. Accorrrnodations 
Requirement) Needed by 
50% Rate 1990 
1 1 , 600 32 
3,600 10 
2,500 7 
600 2 
2,500 7 
200 2 
21,000 60 
*The computed number of spaces needed to accommodate the projected inmate population is based on a 50 percent occupancy rate, which allows for sufficient 
flexibility and is in fact lower than the present rate of 56 percent. The adequacy and acceptability of a 50 percent occupancy rate is further strengthened 
by the fact that present "peak" occupancy periods (highest count 1n 1972 was 74 inmates) are less than 35 percent above "average" occupancy (48) during the 
year. 
• 
COURT 
Jail could then be renovated and fill some other ca-
pacity as part of the State Plan . 
Recent records indicate that the majority of 
the people detained by Beaufort County are held less 
than seventy-two hours as indicated by Figure 9. 28 
Only a very small number are held over thirty days. 
Based on county jail records and population pre-
dictions, Vismor, McGill, and Bell, Inc. suggests 
a total of sixty spaces for housing detained people. 
Based on an assumption of four full-time 
24 
positions and four positions of forty hours per week, 
the total staff for the Detention Center should be 
approximately twenty people. The use of trained pol ice 
officers for the purpose is not advisable. 29 
The jud icial system in Beaufort County is not 
experiencing any major deficiencies beyond the • 1n-
adequate facilities previously discussed in the second 
section of this report. 
25 
Last year the Beaufort County Public Defender's 
Office counseled 666 clients and handled a total of 
twenty-five jury trials. 30 
A feasibility st udy for a juvenile group home in 
Beaufort County was conducted in April, 1975, for the 
American Corrections Association. The study confirmed 
the need for such a facility, which, when completed 
wi 11 substantially reduce the juvenile population at 
d 
. 31 the county eten tt on center . 
CASE STUDIES 
27 
The combined city-county law enforcement complex 
is a relatively new building type. There are very 
few of these joint facilities in existence. One of 
the first consolidated facilities in this country 
was constructed in Spokane, Washington, in 1970. 
Due to the brief existence of this particular 
building type, it is very difficult to find and 
evaluate centers that are similar to what is being 
proposed. After the major concepts of consolidation 
are established, it becomes possible to evaluate all 
types of related facilities and determine the issues 
for each one. The appropriate 1 ist of issues may then 
be compiled and applied toward formulating a concept. 
Each of the selected case studies has specific 
issues of concern rather than complete application 
toward this project. 
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The Greenville County Law Enforcement Center is 
a joint facility between the County Sheriff's Depart-
ment and the Greenville Pol ice Department . Also 
included in the center is the county detent ion facility. 
The future phasing calls for the inclusion of a courts 
32 complex to complete the center. 
One of the major design criterion for this com-
p lex was consolidation of common functions. Increased 
interagency communication was also a desired goal. 
The phasing was incorporated as both a budget and a 
flexibility consideration. 
The entry sequence for the complex is well organ -
ized. Once inside the center, public information, as 
wel 1 as ciruclation is well defined and controlled. 
Inmate circulation from arrival to housing is relatively 
ef fic ient also. The sally port occurs in a well pro -
tected court at the rear of the buildings, well away 
from the general public entrance. The control desk 
for the detention area is well located and has 
29 
excellent visual contact with many areas vital to the 
safe operation of the center. 
A horizontal solution for the detention area is 
generally preferred since it requires fewer personnel 
to operate it. This was a consideration for Greenville 
since their future plans call for expansion of this 
area. 
SPOKANE 
Fi gure 10 . Spokane Law Enforcement 
Schematic 
30 
The Spokane County-City Public Safety Building 
is a relatively large metropolitan center. It is 
primarily based on the premise of consolidation of 
similar functions, with an important emphasis on the 
relationship with an existing courts complex. 33 New 
courts are also located in the joint facility. 
The surrounding area is urban in scale. The 
site is only three and a half acres which is relatively 
tight for a complex of this size, however the sur-
rounding property is owned by the county and will be 
used for parking. This will help alleviate part of 
the constraints for a small site. The facility will 
be located immed iatel y adjacent to the ex isting court-
house, and will have a bridge to transport those people 
awa i ting trial . 
The agencies included in this facility are: the 
Sheriff's Department, the Police Department, the Justice 
and Municipal Courts, the City Traffic Bureau, and the 
Prosecuting Attorney's Department. The facility has a 
built expansion capacity for twenty years. The 
detention facilities were designed to be adequate 
until the year 2000. 
31 
The major problems that dictated the need to 
develop this type of facility were: inadequate cor-
rectional facilities, under-manned law enforcement 
agencies, and the difficulty and inefficiencies of 
transporting prisoners to and from the cou rt s. Con-
solidation of certain functions would aid in the 
solution to the above problems, and therefore become 
one of the prime design criterion. 
Since this facility i s located in a county com-
plex of buildings, the identification of the public 
entry is a problem. The lobby of the facility is 
not very clearly defined for the uninformed visitor 
and could cause some confusion. 
While consolidation of common functions was an 
is sue in the design of the law enforcement sections 
of th is facility, the same logic was not carried 
through to the other area~. The administrative 
sections, as well as the investigative and juvenile 
areas for each of the departments, are widely 
separated. 
32 
The design of this facility a)so dictates that 
the prisoner intake occur below grade and the booking 
area be located on the second floor, requiring the 
use of an elevator. This obviously prevents the 
control room from observing the sally port and the 
arrival procedure without the use of closed circuit 
television. The control room also does not supervise 
the pub1 ic area or the visiting, which is usually not 
the accepted practice when staff shortages are a 
problem. The link with the courts area is excellent. 
33 
P ICKE NS The new Pickens County Law Enforcement facility 
is not a joint complex . It houses only the Sheriff's 
Department and the Detention Center for the county . 
The scale of this project gives i t Me r it fo r considera -
tion and evaluation . 
The capacity to expand was planned for in t he 
d . f h. f . 1. 34 Th h h . f es 1 gn o t 1 s ac 1 1 ty . ey ave t e opt 1 on o 
expanding by adding to their bay system o r by adding 
MEN 
a section perpendicular to the existing housing area . 
Inmate c i rculation i s well des i gned . They have 
SERVICE 
accomplished segregation by sex, however, due to the 
INTAKE DETAINEES completely isolated position of the women's a r ea 
combined with the fact that the men's detention is 
one large area, they may experience some difficulty 
if the number of women to be detained exceeds the 
design quota . 
The prime reason for the construction of this 
/?\ 
facility was the totally inadequate existing Detent ion 
PUBLIC 
C nter for Pickens County . 
Fig ur e 11. Pi ckens Conc.ept 
34 
KANSAS CITY Kansas City, Missouri, has recently re-evaluated 
their pol ice service programs. They have elected to 
construct a series of community pol ice stations to 
improve their service. While these are not consoli-
dated law enforcement centers, they each have merit 
in their determination of the issues for the design 
of a relatively small police facility. The fact 
that there is a central service office with a series 
of local stations does not appreciably alter the 
determination of the issues. The stations involved 
in this study are the North Station, South Station, 
and the South Central Station. 
The pr i mar y g oa 1 i n the des i g n of t hes e stat i on s 
was "to develop a building which reinforced the 
f . b d 1· . 1136 delivery o community ase po ice services. The 
sites were selected due to their visibility and access. 
Adequ~te and well designed site~ were al so important 
con s iderations. 
35 
Progressive techniques for holding people were 
------ also employed in these stations. New construction 
technology such as the use of laminated windows also 
( ! ? 
" i ~ oB 
DC =5 
r 
enabled the designers greater fJexibi I ity in recog-
nizing and dealing with the needs of the detained. 
0 ''The goal was to preserve the arrestees' dignity and, 
within the 1 imits set by security and staff safety 
0 considerations, to provide a humane, reassuring 
physical setting . '' 
INTER VIEW 
F1exibil ity was also another major consideration 
Figure 12. Kansas City Booking Area 
in the design of these facilities. Extensive space 
f o r ex pa n s i on \ J a s p r o v i d e d i n a 1 l t h re e o f t he n e vJ 
• stations . 
APPLETON 
36 
This facility is strictly a local pol ice station, 
and it does not include any other functions such as 
courts or detention housing. The primary goal for 
this faci 1 ity was a high degree of internal flexibil ity. 37 
Improving policy community relations was also another 
important goal. which could be aided by the proper 
design of the new faci 1 ity. 
In designing the new station , the degree of 
security that each area required, as well as the 
number of public contacts that could be expected, 
was compiled. This information was then used to 
determine the location of each area within the station 
itself. The need to change these allotments was also 
~ecognized early and planned for. Actual building 
expans ion was also a major goal in the building pro -
gram . Certain areas such as evidence storage, intake 
and temporary holding areas, special interview rooms 
required pe rmanent construction and :herefore were 
clu~t~red together, in a central core. A secondary 
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37 
level of separation was also desired. Full height 
wal l partitions we r e used for this purpose. These 
a r eas included: the chief 1s office, con ference 
areas , traffic, the lib rary, the squad room , the 
juvenile area, and supply rooms. The detectives 
and cle ri ca l areas we r e further sub-divided by the 
use of open plan furnishings. The power and phone 
outlets are in the acoustical ti le ceiling and are 
easily adapted to changes in the off ice l a youts . 
This plan does not sacrifice privacy where it 
is needed . It also makes the necessary separation 
between the public and private functions without 
interfering wi th th e proper image that is to be con -
veyed. There i s also a carefu l separation between 
the juvenile and adult areas of the faci 1 it y . 
The image of the facility, both for the public 
and the staff utilizing it da il y, \~as impo rtant in 
the design . Carpeting, vivid colors , and attractive 
furnishing s , as we l 1 as extensive use of tinted glass , 
38 
were all intended to provide a pleasant working 
environment. 
Another inclusion in this facility is • • its capacity 
to act as an Emergency Operating Center for disasters. 
It was designed to operate in any type of disaster. 
The center is normally available for pol ice use. 
SITE 
40 
SITE SELECTION There are many factors that influence the 
determination of a site for a law enforcement comp l ex . 
The major considerations are as follows: accessib il ity, 
cost, prox imity to the courts, downtown location, 
expansion capacity, local land use plan, ~ovement on 
the site, parking, proxim ity to legal, med ical, soc i a l , 
and cultu ral facil i ties, pub li c utilities, and 
. 1 f . l f . 1 . . 38 r ecreatrona space or correct1ona ac1 1t1es. 
All of these factors have various degrees of impor -
tance , however, the most c r ucial factors for this 
project are accessibility, cost, and the size of the 
. 39 
S I t e . 
As a result of a feasibility study conducted by 
Vismor, McGill, and Bell, Inc. \·1 ith Ge iqer, McElveen 
and Kennedy in 1974 for the Beaufort County Council, 
four sites were se lected for considerat ion as potent i a l 
loca t ion s for the law enforcement complex. An ad -
ditional site has su bsequently been acquired and will 
f 'f h . l l . 
40 
be considered as a 1 t poter1t1a ocat1on. 
41 
Accessibility. Accessibility is one of the most impor-
tant site determination factors for a law enfo rcement 
facility. The rapid dispersal of police vehicles as 
well as a close proximity for the public is very impo r -
41 
tant. Due to the fact that this will be a joint law 
enforcement center, it will be necessary for the 
location to be acceptable to all the pa r ticipating 
• agencies. 
Cost. Prope r ty already owned by the county is gene r-
ally preferred over unacquired s i tes. If a site is 
composed of several smaller parcels, acqu i sition may 
be difficult. The condition of the site with respect 
to grading and soil condition is also a conside r ation . 
Proximity t o the Courts. While the majority of r e -
lated judicial facilities are scheduled to be located 
on the same site, not all of the county legal functions 
\~ill be carried out here. 42 Therefore, it will be 
necessary for this relationship to be considered. 
42 
Downtown Location. A downtown location is central 
when only one area is being served, however, for this 
facility, it will be difficult to have a downtown 
location and still serve several jurisdictions equi-
tably. The high crime area for the county is in 
downtown Beaufort and therefore should be considered. 43 
A downtown location generally has maximum public 
exposure. 
Expansion Capacity. The maximum practical planning 
period for this type of a facility is approximately 
44 
fifteen years. Suitable site selection will permit 
expansion of the existing facilities at such ti me as 
they are deemed inadequate. Planning for expansion 
will effectively increase the 1 ife expectancy of this 
type of facility. 
Local Land Use Plan. If at all practical, the local 
land us e plan should be adhered to. Since the local 
plan cal ls for a governmental complex, there i s only 
l h
. . . 4 5 
one site that would be acceptab e under t 1s cr1ter1a. 
Movement on the Site. Unencumbered movement will be 
necessary to insure the safe access of public, service 
and law enforcement vehicles with a minimum of confusion. 
Parking. One space per hundred square feet of gross 
building area, including spaces for the handicapped, 
wil 1 be required. 46 
Proximity to Legal, Med ical, Social, and Cultural 
Facilities. The current trend in corrections is 
direct ed away from the isolationist attitudes of 
the past. With the emphasis on adjusting social 
behavior, as well as seeking more normative environ -
ments, a mo r e centralized location is desireable. 47 
Public Utilities. The avai labi 1 ity o f public water 
and sewe r are vital in the site sel e ction process. 
48 
Sites with existing utilities are strongl y preferred. 
Rec r eati onal Space for Corrections . Since inmate 
bo r edom i s one of the great es t p roblems with corr ecti ons , 
every effort should be made to alleviate this problem. 
Adequate space f o r physical exercise is very important 
. l . d . f . l. 49 1n p ann1ng a e tentton ac 1 tty. 
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44 
SITE ANALYSIS 
45 
According to the site selection criteria, the 
site located on Southside Boulevard is the optimal 
location of the available sites for a law enforcement 
facility. The qualification of this site is further 
strengthened by the fact that it will be adjacent to 
the proposed loop road, scheduled for completion in 
1990, around the Beaufort urban area, thereby improving 
the accessibility of the center. 50 
The location of the site on the loop wil 1 help 
improve the accessibility to the site as well as pro-
vide public exposure to the faci 1 ity. Access to the 
highway wi 11 be by the intersections at Battery Creek 
Road or Ribaut Road. 51 In the event the proposed 
highway is delayed or not constructed, thi s site will 
s till be viable. 
This site is located across the street from a 
small, middle class r e sidential area. Also in this 
same neighborhood is an elementary school, with a 
high school neatby. These facilities could be a"' sets 
in that th~ y could be utilized for pol ice programs 
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46 
C OLLETON 
10 
47 
for youth and juveniles. The existing residential 
area will need screening from the center, both from 
an acoustical standpoint as wel 1 as visual . 52 Since 
much of the area around the center is undeveloped at 
the present, there will need to be consideration for 
the future use of the surrounding property. The 
existing area surrounding the site is presently 
acceptable from a pleasant view standpoint, however 
it is not likely to remain in that condition . It 
is currently zoned for residential, however the 
zoning has not been revised in view of the proposed 
road. To minimize the impact of the facility on the 
neighborhood and to take into consideration the 
previous criteria, will result in a orimarily internal 
focusing solution. 
The total area of the property involved is 
4 f . 1 53 53,000 square eet, or approximate y ten acres. 
This will be more than adequate to meet the require-
ments for future expansion, on site movement, parking, 
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2 
49 
and recreation for the inmates. Since this is county 
property, there may be a potential for other county 
services to be located here in the future. 
The majority of the site is covered with pine 
and oak trees. Some of these trees are rather large, 
however the predominant height is approximately fifty 
feet. There is also a great deal of scrub growth 
around the periphery which would have to be cleared. 
Many of the trees will also have to be cut, however 
those selected to remain may serve as an effective 
buffer between the center and the residential area. 
In the selection of trees to remain, the security of 
the people uti 1 izing the center cannot be compromised. 
Disaster control is another important function 
of this center. Its operation should not be impaired 
during an emergency. While the center is sl ightlv 
above the one-hundred-year flood plain, it will not be 
judicious to place the communications or another part 
54 of the center below grade. The trees on the site 
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51 
should also be selected in a manner that will not 
permit the obstruction of any building or site access 
should they be felled during a hurricane. 
The site is essentially level, which should not 
pose any particular problem wit h r espect to grading, 
although some fil 1 may be necessary in orde r to 
mini miz e potential flooding problems . The chipley 
soil should also be trouble free. The average frost 
penetration for this a rea is approximately one inch, 
again posing no real p rob lem.SS The annual fastest 
mile speed thirty feet above the ground, for the one-
hundred-year mean recurrence interval at Beaufort is 
110 miles per hou r, which will influence the design 
f h 
. . 56 o t e commun1cat1ons tower. The estimated g round 
snow load for a fifty-year mean recurrence interval 
is five pounds per square foot fo r the Beaufort area.S7 
Whil e there has not been a major earthquake in 
the lowcountry region of South Carolina since the end 
of th e nineteenth century, there need~ to be an awarenes~ 
52 
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54 
in the design of the faci 1 ity to minimize the damage 
in the event of tremors. The Standard Building Code 
places a ninety-mile radius of Charleston within zone 
two, which is a moderate damage area. The emphasis 
will be on keeping access clear and minimizing the 
fire hazard which usually accompanies the damage im-
mediately after an earthquake. 
The site selected may appear to be remotely 
located with respect to the majority of the Beaufort 
residents, howeve r the projected population for the 
area indicates that the center will ultimately be 
geographically central by the year 1990. The lo-
cation of the site with respect to image and pub lic 
exposure is also acceptable. The proximity of the 
residential area will generate a low scale type of 
facility and the adjacent sout hwest beltway will 
also provide the necessary pub lic exposu re to the 
center . 
The overall characteristics for the site on 
Southside Boulevard are good. They should provide 
a sound basis for the design of the Beaufort County 
Law Enfo r cement Center. 
55 
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PROGRAM 
57 
There are th r ee major areas that will be housed 
in thi s law enforcement complex. The first segment 
will be law enforcement, consisting of the Beaufort 
County Sheriff's Department, the Beaufort Pol ice 
Department, and the Port Royal Police Department. 
The second area will be the County Detention Center 
which will house all those people being detained by 
the above law enforc ement agencies as well a s any 
other pol ice agency having jurisdiction in Beaufort 
Count y . The third section of the facility will be 
the court complex. The courtroom will be for the 
use of the Beaufort County Ma g istrates' Court, the 
Beaufort City Recorde r s ' Court, and the Po rt Royal 
Reco rd e r s' Court. Offices f o r the three j udges, as 
we ll as the County Atto rney, the Public Defender, 
and the Probation and Pa ro l e Board wil l also have to 
be provided. 
The fi r st sect ion of the program is problem and 
i ssue definition as determined from study ing facilities 
with s imil ar goa l s and object i ves . 
58 
The second section is a compilation of the major 
areas for each segment of the facil itf, ~1ith brief 
comments relative to each area. Also included are 
sketches ~1hich indicate the p ri mary internal relation-
ships among each of the sub spaces for each area. 
The final sect ion is a summary of the major 
design criteria for each individual space including 
the square footage r equ ired . 
PROBLEM STATEMENT 
59 
The purpose of thi s comprehensive project is to 
design a facility that will be flexible and responsive 
to the needs of the people, and the contemporary law 
enforcement problems of Beaufort County. It should be 
able to accommodate those needs for the next fifteen 
years, with the option of expansion at such time as 
it becomes necessary. 
The solut ion should seek to actively coordinate 
the efforts of those agencies in the county involved 
with law enforcement includin g the Beaufort Pol i ce 
Department, the Port Royal Police Department, the 
County Sheriff's Department, the County Detention 
Center, the County Magistrates' Court, the Beaufort 
Recorders' Court, the Port Royal Recorders' Court, 
and their adjunct functions. 
I S SUES 
60 
Security. One of the most necessary i ssue s regarding 
a law enforcement cente r i s security. The security 
of th e cente r mus t be pr ovided in such a manne r so as 
t o not intimidate the individuals utilizing the center 
58 o r the publi c at large . Thi s may be achieved 
through a concept of secu rit y zoning within the fa-
ci 1 it y. The civi l defense needs o f the county must 
also be considered when secu rit y is an is s ue. Due 
to the location of Beaufort Count y , provisions must 
be made f or res i st ing hurricanes, as well as the 
remo t e possibility of an ea rthq uake . 
F l ex i b i 1 i t y . It w i 11 be necessary to provide accom-
modat ions for a high degree of internal flexibi 1 it y , 
l 1 . f . 59 as we as the capacity o r expansion. Zoning for 
acoustics , fire protection, and security shou ld also 
be considered . 
61 
Duplication . Thi s is the basic problem with operating 
independent police and detention facilitie s within the 
same county. Consolidation of agencies permits the 
elimination of redundant functions and the improvement 
of cooperation between agencies. Some of the major 
areas that lend themselves to consolidation are: 
d . . d 1 b . 
60 A recor s, corrmun1cat1ons, an a services. con -
sol idated detention facility provides a greater 
opportunity for equality of confinement than several 
separate facilities. Since many common functions will 
be eliminated, money will become available for appli -
cat ion toward new programs and equipment. 
Circulation . There are many complex relationships in 
a facility such as this, especia l ly in the detention 
areas. The problem is compounded by the fact that 
there are three security ?ones or classifications in 
the center. There is only a smal l section of the 
fac i l i ty that i s subjeLt to un restr i cted publ i c use. 
62 
Another area of the facility is 1 imi ted to the public 
on official business. There is a third zone that 
does not allow access by the general publ ic. 61 
Juvenile Programs. Many criminal careers are begun 
while the offender is still a juvenile. After an 
offender has had contact with the detention phase 
of the criminal justice system, rehabilitation becomes 
much more difficult. This dictates special handling 
for juveniles v1ho come in contact \vith the pol ice. 
The facilities at the center where juveniles are 
dealt ~1ith need to be separate and as non-institutional 
. b 1 62 as poss 1 e. 
Privacy. Privacy i s a 1najo r requir ement for the pol ice 
function s of a law enforcement center. 63 This includes 
varyinq degrees of visua l and acoustical pr ivacy. 
Ma n ')' d i f f e r en t t y p e s o f p e op 1 e , c::; u c h a s v i c t i ms , 
informants, and _juveniles , use a police facility, 
63 
and their privacy must be respected. Privacy in the 
detention section is also important, however it must 
be achieved within the constraints of safety and 
security. 
Protection of the Property. Circulation onto the 
site should be arranged so that the public has direct 
access to the lobby. The rest of the s it e should be 
restricted to authorized vehicles only. A ten foot 
security perimeter is also advocated, with any po-
. 1 h. d . 1 1 . . d 64 tent1a 1 1ng paces e 1m1nate. 
Public Image. The proper public image of a pol ice 
f ac ility is mandatory in order to insure the success 
of the pol ice goals and programs. 65 The fac ility 
should present an inviting appearance and at the 
same time provide the necessary security for those 
people in the facility. 
64 
Segregation. Mandatory classification segregation 
of offenders is a relatively recent development in 
the field of corrections. It is rapidly gaining 
credibi 1 ity as a necessary detention facility ad-
ministrative device for providing more appropriate 
f
. 66 
con 1nement. This segregation refers to the type 
of offense, unconvicted vs. convicted, juveniles vs. 
adults, mental cases, and sex. The main thrust of 
segregation is to minimize the alleged offenders' 
exposure to the criminal justice system . 
Transportation of Prisoners. One of the most beneficial 
aspects of consolidation is the elimination of the 
transportation of detained individuals. This is 
67 
traditionally a hazardous and expensive procedure. 
Provi s ions wi 11 have to be made for the secure trans -
fer of people from the detention area to the court 
room. 
65 
Life Safety. Since people are detained in locked 
areas, their protection must be uppermost in the 
priorities for the design of the facility. De-
tection devices, as well as special extinguishing 
systems, are major design criterion, as is an emergency 
. 1 68 exit p an. 
Civil Defense. Since Beaufort is designated as a 
disaster control center, their facility must be capable 
of operation under the most adverse of circu~stances. 
These circumstances include natural disasters, foreign 
attack, and civil disorders. The primary require~ents 
for the operation of a civil defense faci 1 ity are 
adequate power and communications to coordinate relief 
69 efforts. 
Al :ohol i~s. Alcoholic s are in the process of being 
removed from the criminal justice system, however it 
wi 11 be several years until the provision~ are 
• 
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completed in the Beaufort area. Until such time, it 
will be necessary to house these individuals sepa rat ely 
from the other detained people. 
Electronic Surveillence. Electronic surveillence is 
to be used on l y as a secondary security system. Its 
effectiveness is acceptable, provided the 1 imits of 
the system are not exceeded and it is not expected 
1 . 1 7 0 to rep ace 1nterpersona contact . 
Ownership. There a r e some pract ical problems that 
would not permit the total integration of the agencies 
utilizing the facility, although maximum cooperat ion 
shoul d be the goal of al l concerned. The procedu re 
adopted by most other agencies with similar arrange-
ment s i s that the county i s the proprietary agency, 
wi th the other department s paying a prorated sha r e 
of the costs. 71 All space a ll otments will be deter-
mined in advance and adhered to after the construction 
of the fac i 1 i ty . 
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Sta ff. The most expensive provision in this facility 
wil 1 be supplyi ng the necessary manpowe r. This one 
facet of operation i s a major shortcoming in most 
d . f ·1· . 72 etent1on ac1 1t1es. The maximum amount of 
personal super vis ion with the least number of staff 
is the desired objective, regardless of the total size. 
Const ru ct io n Technology . Modern construction technology 
i s permitting the profession more freedom in the se-
l ec ti on of materials for high security type instal-
lations . One of the most notab le of these i s security 
glass. This type of mate ri a l may be subs tituted for 
stee l bar construction to help reduce the image of a 
73 ja il as a cage. 
Budget. Construction i s general l y considered a one-
t ime co ~ L . whereas the annual expense of those 
personnel required to overcome inadequate and 
ineffi c ient fac il 1ti es i s a cont i nuing and 
non-productive expense. The annual cost to a com-
munity as a result of criminal activity cannot be 
ignored. Local programs, as well as federal money, 
wi 11 be needed to fund this type facility. 
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Lobby. This facility is of such a size that the 
major functions of law enfo rcement, detention, and 
the courts may utilize a common lobby for the reception 
of the public. This area should be as attractive and 
non-institutional as possible. Since the potential 
for interpersonal conflict is especially high in this 
area, every effort should be made to reduce the dis -
play of hostilities upon arrival to the center. 74 
Adm ini stration. The department heads and their as -
sistants for each of the three agencies occupy ing 
the facility, as wel 1 as their administrative and 
c lerical aides will be located in this area. The 
public will also have a great deal of contact with 
these administrative officers . The consolidation 
theory wil 1 be r einforced by the organizat ion of the 
offices in this area. Thi s consolidation will also 
pPrm it the use of common equipment by the staff of 
each department. 
WORK 
LOBBY 
COUNSEL 
Fi gure 22. Juveniles Relationship 
BPD -- ...._ - PRPD 
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CONF1------1 CONF 
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Fi gu re 23. Detectives Re l ationship 
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J u v en i 1 e s . C u r r en t 1 a 1.1 en f o r c em en t t re n d s d i c t a t e 
an increa se of spec ial emphasis on juvenile programs 
as a potential crime preventive measure. The youthful 
offenders contact with the adult sect ions of the law 
enforcement agency should be as minimal as possible. 
A residential cha racter is also more conducive to the 
activities occurring in this area. 
Detect ives. The detectives need to be in close prox-
imity to the lobby, evidence storage , and the records. 
Visual and acoustical privacy is another important 
consideration for this area due to the wide variety 
of people that they come in contact with . Private 
offices for the detectives are to be avoided since 
they do a less than desireable job of encou raging 
efficiency and teamwork . 75 An open office plan with 
approp riat e screen ing wil l be very beneficial to 
encourag ing max imum int eraction between the individual 
office rs and agencies . 
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Patrol. This is the stag ing area for the uniform 
ARS'L ~---tSHIFT COM patrol division. The officers in charge of each 
LOCKERS patrol unit, as well as their clerical aides, will 
---.LOUNGE 1---1SHIFT COM 
be located here. Functions such as report writing, 
EXE RC I SE LIB ' Y -SHIFT COM 
the 1 ibrary, and the staff lounge will also be in 
this area. The three sh ift commanders' offices will 
also be located in this area so that they may conduct 
BPD PRPD 
briefings, observe the s taff ent r y, and maintain 
WORK control over the arsenal. All department firearms 
and ammunition \Ii 11 be kept l oc ked in this area. The 
BRIEF BRIEF 
exercise room shou ld be immediately adjacent to the 
locker rooms. 
BCSD BRIEF 
Communications. Thi s is the most vital area of a law 
Fi gu r e 24. Patrol Relationship 
f f . 1. 76 en orcement ac 1 1 ty. The records, an integral 
part of the communication system must be housed ir 
such a manner so that the direct transfer of infor-
mation is not impeded . Thi s area requires a hiqh 
degree of security as '~ell as a special fire 
RECORDS 
~--=-i 
FUTURE I 
TOILET ____ _JCOMPUrR 
I TERM. I 
L--~ 
COMP'T 
RECEP. 
T 'T YPE STORE 
ALARMS 
DISPATCH 
Figure 25. Communications Relation-
sh i p 
extinguishing system. The destructive qualities of 
wate r prohibit its use in this a rea, therefore, a 
halogen extingu i shing system is recommended. 77 A 
72 
four-hour fire ra ting is also desired for the communi-
cations suite . 78 This protection vJi 11 prove advan-
tageous i n a natural disaste r as well. The records 
area must be accessible to both the detectives and 
the general public for fines and licenses. 
A s ingle communicat ions sys tem for the county 
wou ld be the ideal situation. However, fr om a 
r ea] istic v ie\._1point, it vii 11 probably be seve ral 
years unti 1 all eme r gency se rvi ces are coordinated 
through a central system , such as the 911 telephone 
number. Since this facil it y would be the most logical 
location for such a d i spatching center, provis ion will 
be n1ade for the necessary fulure additions . 
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Service . The photo lab and the evidence lab should 
be able to handle routine cases without assistance. 
Their main purpose wi 11 be to collect and preserve 
evidence. Special cases that require the use o f 
sophisticated equipment wi 11 be sen t to a larger 
lab for analysis. The capital investment for an 
evidence lab may run as high as $500,000, therefore 
precluding its use except in areas of high dernand. 79 
The pistol range is included to provide the officers 
~1itl1 the opportunity to become profic ient rather than 
merely adequate with their firearms. The range may 
also be used for public instruction. The reserve 
power generator should be protected from vandal ism. 
The abi 1 ity to main ain communications and a mini~al 
amount of 1 ighting in the law enforcement and detention 
~reas during emergencies is imperative . 
• 
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Adm i ni s tration. The chief jailer s' office should be 
located immediately adjacent to the v i sitors' r ecepti on 
for the detention a r ea and not nea r the law en f o rce -
d 
. . . 80 ment a m1n 1st r at ion. I t shou l d be located i n s uch 
a manne r so as to be access i ble to atto r neys, v i si t o r s , 
the book i ng a r ea , and the cont ro l room . The actual 
operation of the detention facil i t y wil l be from 
vJithin a secu r e, bu l le t - r esistant cont rol room, whi ch 
pr imarily con tro l s ent r y and ex i t fr om the fac i l i ty . 
Book i ng . Afte r a detained i ndividua l a rri ves i n the 
sal l y po r t , he wi 1 l be sea r ched again for weapons . 
Afte r this search, he will be taken to t he booking 
desk . Hi s persona l i tems wi ll be catalogued a nd 
placed He wil l then be photog ra phed • 1n a secure a r ea. 
and finge r pri nted . If the detent ion per iod i s br ie f, 
and the ind ividual has not comm i tted a ser ious cr ime , 
then he wi ll be placed i n a tempo ra r y ho ld i ng room . 
If he is to be deta ined for mo r e than app rox imately 
• 
75 
four hours, he will be taken to the shower and issued 
clothes, then placed in the housing section. 
People who are suspected of being inebriated 
wi 11 be checked for sobriety upon arrival. If it 
is necessary, they will be placed in the special 
alcoholic holding area until they have sobered up 
sufficiently to be placed in regular confinement. 
This holding area is usually near the sally port 
and constant supervision. 
On some occasions it will be necessary to detain 
people who have not committed a crime, but are await-
ing transportation by other authorities. These may 
include military personnel and runaways. 
Hou s ing. The current trend in detention housing is 
utilizing single rooms as opposed to several people 
sha rin g one room.
81 
Groups of these single rooms 
then adjoin a common dayroom. This type of system 
permits greater sec urity since each man is locked 
76 
- within his own room. This is very important since 
the identity of some individuals may not be known 
MECH. S' PORT SHWR. 
for extended periods of time. This method is also 
1 5 conducive to grouping people according to their 
2 6 appropriate classification. It also permits grouping 
DAY ROOM 
3 7 in smaller numbers to minim ize a detained individual's 
4 8 contact with other potential criminals and criminal 
methods. 
Figure 29. Housing Relationship 
Service. Many of the support functions necessary 
for a detention center may be provided for internally 
rather than contracted out. A full se rvice laundry, 
MECH. LAUNDRY REC. CONF. as wel 1 as complete kitchen facilities, would be the 
most economical method of providing these services. 
CAN STAFF 
Pay phones should also be provided for the detained 
WASH LOUNGE 
individuals' use on a cont roll ed basi s . 
KIT CHEN 
FOOD 
STOA. OFFICE 
Due to th e nature of thi s local holding cen ter, 
full scale recreation facilitie s wil 1 be unnecessary, 
Figure 30. Service Relation s hip 
however it wil 1 sti ll be necessary to reduce their 
77 
idleness as much as possible.
82 
This may be accom-
plished by providing reading materials and possibly 
occasional television privileges. The right to 
practice religion may not be infringed upon, even 
while an individual is in custody. Activities that 
help enhance the social interaction abilities of the 
detained individuals should be encouraged provided 
they do not conflict with the safe operation of the 
center. In al 1 probability, the duration of confine-
ment wi 11 be very short in this facility, therefore 
any programs that are corectional in nature wil 1 be 
1 imited in their effectiveness. The major thrust 
should be to preserve the dignity of an individual 
whi 1e he is in confinement. 
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Cou r troom. Based on the volume of court cases that 
are presently being hea rd by the County Magist r ates' 
Cou r t, the Beaufo r t City Reco rde rs' Cou r t, and the 
Port Rofal Reco rde r s' Court , one court room vJi 1 l be 
sufficient to meet the demand. 83 The capacity for 
78 
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this courtroom should be approximately fifty people . 
There should also be direct access to the ju ry room 
from the courtroom. The holding space in the detent ion 
area should serve the courtroom as well, in order to 
avoid a duplication of functi ons . 
Offices . A reception area and chamber \,ill have to 
be provided for each of the three presiding judges . 
They wi 11 also need a private access to the court room. 
Reception areas and offices will also be requi r ed fo r 
the County Attorney, the Public Defender. and the 
Pro~atiun and Parole Board. 
CONFERENCE 
T WORK 
STORAGE 
Figure 33. Service Relationship 
Service. A large conference room should be provided 
for use by the public or any of the offices in the 
facility. Corrmon work and storage areas will also 
be a requisite for this section of the facility. 
There shou ld be private toilet facilities for the 
staff in this area. 
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FUNCTIONAL RELATIONSHIPS 
ENERGY While energy conservation is a relatively recent 
development in the construction industry, its impact 
is definitely monumental and permanent. It wi 11 
obviously require a greater understanding and aware-
ness from all who are associated with the field. 
81 
In this law enforcement center, the cavity walls 
wil 1 be constructed of concrete block units for both 
security and energy conservation. They will be hollow 
core, vertically striated blocks with an airspace of 
two and a half inches containing one-inch thick rigid 
insulation. The structural precast double tees will 
have a two-inch layer of lightweight concrete filler 
and a standard built-up roof with two inches of rigid 
in s ulation. 
Fenestration will be kept to a minimum, again 
for security and energy conservation. Any fenes-
tration in the detention area will have to be security 
g la~ing which will also minimize heat transfer. Wall 
o pening~ will be minimized on the east, south, and 
• 
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west sides. Wherever it is possible, these openings 
will be screened from direct sunlight. The building 
will also be oriented in such a manner so as to reduce 
eastern and western wall exposure. The use of double 
pairs of doors will also reduce heat transfer. 
The use of 1 ighting should be carefully controlled. 
It should be zoned so as to provide 1 ight only where 
and when it is necessary. The need for daytime light-
ing must be carefully balanced to take maximum advantage 
of natural 1 ighting. 
The entire facility should be air-conditioned. 
The cost of using forced natural ventilation coupled 
with the necessary additional security hardware to 
protect the required openings would be more com-
fortable, thus minimizing the potential for inter-
personal conflict. The facility can be zoned so that 
only occupied areas are receiving conditioning. This 
can amount to a substantial savings in the detention 
area since occupancy averages about f i fty percent. 
The use of individual HVAC units al so minimizes 
problems in the event of malfunction or sabotage. 
This concept wil 1 also accommodate future expansion 
with no difficulty. 
83 
The resulting enery reduction proposal should 
indicate a cognizance of the problem as well as suggest 
a viable solution. 
BUDGET 
b4 
The cost of construction obviously varies ac-
cording to locale and building type; however, by 
averaging approximate unit costs, it is possible to 
estimate the cost of a similar structure. For a law 
enforcement center with detention facilities, the 
approximate cost per square foot, for construction 
only, is $36.00. The total project cost per square 
foot will be in the vicinity of $50.00. Therefore, 
with a square footage of 46, 158, the approximate 
total construction cost should be $1 ,661 ,688, and 
the total project cost should be $2,307,900. 
The bulk of this expense will probably be 
covered by municipal general obligation bonds. 
Depending on the programs and facilities of the 
proposed center, funds are available from the follow-
ing Federal agencies: Housing and Urban Development; 
Health, Education and Welfare; Department of Trans-
portation; and the Justice Department. The Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 legislates 
funds for law enforcement functions. 
The act authorizees grants for comprehensive 
s tate plan s which cover: 
1. Public protection and general crime 
reducation. 
2. Recruiting and training of law enforce-
ment personnel. 
3. Public education relating to crime 
prevention. 
4. Construction of buildings and facilities. 
5. Combating organized crime. 
6. Prevention and control of riots and 
civil disorders. 
7. Recruiting and training of community 
service officers. 
Revenue sharing is another method by which 
funds may be secured f o r construction of new 
facilities. The sale of the existing property as 
wel 1 as the use of phasing construction should not 
be overlooked as budget considerations. 
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Staff Security Interpersonal Fire Fire Internal Noise Special Area 
Zone Hours Number Classification Conflict Damage Hazard Flexibility Generation Lighting HVAC Equipment Sq. Ft. 
LOBBY 
Reception 8 1 I High Low Low Yes Medium General Important 100 
Waiting 24 0 1 High Low Low Yes Medium General Important 600 
To i let s 24 0 1 Low Low Low No High General Normal 350 
ADMINISTRATION 
Off ices 8 6 2 Medi um Low Low Yes Low General Normal l '000 
Secretarial 8 9 1 Medium Low Low Yes High Specific Normal l , 000 
Work Area 8 0 2 Low Low Medium Yes High General Normal 200 
JUVENILES 
Work Area 8 0 Medium Medium Low Low Yes Low Specific Normal 250 
Counseling 8 0 Medium High Low Low Yes Low Important 200 
DECTIVES 
Wo rk Area 8 12 Medi um Medium Low Low Yes Low General Normal 1'000 
Offices 8 3 Medium High Low Low Yes Low General Important 500 
Conference 8 0 Medium High Low Low Yes Low General Important 600 
PATROL 
Briefing 24 0/15 High Low Low Low Yes Low General Normal Project 600 
Offices 8 3 Medium Low Low Low Yes Low General Normal 500 
Work Area 24 6 Medium Low Low Low Yes Low General Normal Boo 
Loe ke r Rooms 24 0 High Low Low Low No Loud General Important Boo 
Library 24 0/8 Medium Low Low Low Yes Low Gen/Spec Normal 200 
Lounge 24 0/8 High Low Low Low Yes Low General Normal Vend/Machines 200 
Arsenal 24 0 High Low High High No Low General Normal Special Electronic 150 
Locks 
Shift Corrm. 24 6 High Low Low Low No Low General Normal Radio Hon i tors 600 
Exercise Room 24 0/4 High Low Low Low Yes Loud General Important 300 
COMMUNICATIONS 
Complaint Teletype 
Reception 24 1 High Low High High Yes Low General Normal Phone 300 
Dispatching 24 1 High Low High High Yes Low General Normal Fire Ext i ng 300 
Records 24 1 High Low High Low Yes Low Genera 1 Normal aoo 
SERVICE 
Photo Lab 8 1 Hi gh Low High High No Low Specific Normal 250 
Evidence Lab 8 1 High Low High High No Low Specific Important D i st i 11 ed Water 
Gas Exhaust 300 
Evidence St or 8 1 High Low High Medium No Low General Important 250 
Pistol Range 24 0 Hedi um Low Medium High No High Specific Important 1 , 200 
Property 8 See Photo High Low High Medium No Low General Norma 1 500 
Em/Generator I 0 High Low High High No High General I 700 
Mech/Space I 0 High Low High High No High Genera 1 I 300 
Toi l ets 24 0 Low Low Low Low No High General Normal 1•00 
Janitor Clos 24 0 High Low Low Low No Low General Normal so 
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Sta ff Security Interpersonal Fire Fire Internal Noise Special Area 
Zone Hours Number Classification Con f 11 ct Damage Hazard F 1 ex i b i 1 i t y Generation Lighting HVAC Equipment Sq. Ft. 
DETENTION 
ADMINISTRATION 
0 ff ice 8 2 Medium High Low Low Yes low General Important 300 
Secretary 8 t Medium High Low Low Yes Low General Important 150 
Control Room 24 I H iqh High High High Ho Medium Specific lmpor tan t Electronic 100 
Controls . CCTI/ . 
Visiting Rm 8 0 Medium High Low Low Yes Medium General Important 250 
Attorney Rooms 24 0 Medium High Low Low Yes LCl>t-1 General Important 200 
BOOKING 
Desk Area 24 2 High High Low Low ~o High General lmportan t 250 
Temp. Holding 24 0 High High High Low No Medium General Important Bo It Down 500 
Furnish. 
Alcohol i c Ho l . 24 0 High Medium Low Low rlo Medium General I mpor tan t Remote Toi let 350 
Flush 
Sobriety Test 24 0 High High Low low No Low General lmpor tan t Breath 100 
Analyzer 
Blood 
ldentifi- 24 0 High High Low Low No Low Specific lmportan t 150 • 
cation Finger Prt. 
Isolation 24 0 High High High low t~o Low General Important Remote Toilet 150 
Flush 
Strip-Shower 24 0 High High low low No Low General Important Delousing 150 
Hedi cation 
Property 24 High Low low Low 0 Low General Norma I 100 
Uniform 24 I High low Low Low No Low General Normal 100 
Med. Exam 24 0 High Medium Low Low No Low Specific Important L i mi t ed Med . 100 
Supp 1 i es 
Sal lyport 24 0 High High Low Low 0 High General Remote Con - 400 
trol Gate 
Gun lockers 
HOUSING 
Rooms 24 0 High Low High High No Medium General lmpor tan t Combo 5' 100 
Toi let/Sink 
Day Rooms 16 max 0 High High High High No High General lmi:or t ant 2,800 
Showers 16 max 0 High High Low Low No High General Normal 600 
SERVICE 
Kitchen I 2 High Low Medium High Yes High General Normal 700 
Food Storage 24 0 High Low Low Low No Low General Normal 300 
Can Wash I 2 0 Low Low Low Low No Medi um General 100 
Staff Lounge 2~ 0 High low Low Low No Low General Normal 200 
Recreat. Rm. 16 0 High Medium low Low No Medium General Normal TV Tables )00 
(Continued) 
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Staff Security Interpersonal Fire Fire Internal Noise Special Area 
Zone Hours Number Classification Con f I i ct Damage Hazard Flexibi Ii ty Generation Lighting HVAC Equipment Sq. Ft. 
SERVICE (Continued) 
Interview Rms. 24 0 High High Low Low No Low General Important 200 
Laundry 12 High LO\" Hedi um High No High General Normal 450 
Hechanical 24 0 High Low "iigh High No High General 250 
Toi lets 24 0 High Low Low Low No Medium General Normal 100 
Jan. Closet 24 2 High Low Low Low No Low General Normal so 
Food Office l 2 l High Low Low Low No Low General Normal 150 
COURTS 
Court Rms. 8 0 Low High High Low No High General Important AV Equip. 1 , 200 
Jury Room 8 0 High Hign Low Low No Hedi um General Important 300 
(3) Judges 0 ff. 8 3 Hedi um Medium Low Low No Low General Norma I 750 
(3) Judge Sec. 8 3 Hedi um Hedi um Low Low No Low General Normal 450 
(3) Legal Off. 8 3 Medium Hedi um Low Low No Low General Normal 600 
(3) Legal Sec. 8 3 Hedi um Hedi um Low Low No Low General Normal 450 
Con f. Room 8 0 Low Medium Low Low Yes Low General Normal 300 
Toi lets 8 0 High Low Low Low No High General Normal 400 
Storage 8 0 High Low Low Medium Yes Low General Norma 1 200 
Work Room 8 0 High Low Low High Yes Medium Specific Norma 1 Ouplic.Equip. 200 
Jan. 8 2 High Low Low Low No Low General Normal 50 
Hechanical 24 0 High Low High High No High General 300 
Table S. 
AREA SUMMARY Law Enforcement 
Lobby 
Administration 
Juveniles 
Detectives 
Patrol 
Corrrounications 
Service 
Sub-total 
Circulation (22 %) 
Mechanical (8%) 
Detention 
Administration 
Booking 
Housing 
Service 
Sub-total 
Circulation (27%) 
Meehan i ca 1 ( 12 ~ ) 
Court 
Court roon1 
Off i ce s 
Service 
Sub-total 
Cir culation (15%) 
t1 ec r a n i cal (8%) 
FACILITY TOTAL 
l '050 
2,200 
450 
2, l 00 
4' 150 
1 '400 
3,350 
14,700 
3,234 
1 '4 3 4 
19,360 
1 '000 
2,000 
8,500 
2,800 
14,300 
3,861 
2, 179 
20,340 
1 '500 
: ,250 
1 '4 50 
5,200 
780 
478 
6,458 
46,158 Sq. F: . 
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PROPOSAL 
91 
There were four major concepts that developed early 
in the project. Each of these concepts was evaluated 
against the major issues and design concepts. These 
positive and negative characteristics were then compiled 
to select the one major concept that would be developed. 
This section of the report displays the results of that 
evaluation. Following the four potential concepts • IS a 
compilation of the design concepts as they were applied to 
the project. 
The last section of the report is the final design 
proposal for the joint Law Enforcement Center. 
CONCEPT A 
FUe3l-IG 
Figur e 35. Con ct:p t A 
Component Expansion Potential 
Staff Circulation 
Public Circulat ion 
Location of Public and Private Entry 
Visual Barrier between Detention and Residential 
Supervision of Public Entry from Control Room 
Common Lobby 
Court-Detention Circulation 
Sc reen ing of Se rvice Area fr om Residential Area 
Perimeter Security for the Detention Area 
Distanc bc t\.1een the Components 
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CONCEPT B 
Figure 36. Concept B I 
Component Expansion Potential 
Staff Circulation 
Public Circulation 
Location of Public and Private Entry 
Screening of Service Area from Residential Area 
Visual Barrier between Detention and Residential 
Supervision of Public Entry from Control Room 
Hazard of Spread Fire 
Common Lobby 
Natural Lighting and Views 
Perimeter Security for the Detention Area 
Wall Area for Energy Conservation 
Distance between the Components 
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l.ONCEPT C 
Figure 37. Concept C 
Location of Public and Private Entry 
Court-Detention Circulation 
Perimeter Security for the Detention Area 
Corrmon Lobby 
Law Enforcement-Detention Circulation 
Component Expansion Potential 
Public Circulation 
Screening o f Service Area from Residential Area 
Supervision of Public Entry from Control Room 
Distance between the Components 
Law Enforcement-Court Circulati on 
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CONCEPT D Staff Circulation 
Location of Public and Private Entry 
• Visual Barrier between Detention and Residential 
Perimeter Security for the Detention Area 
Wall Area for Energy Conservation 
Distance between the Components 
Component Expansion Potential 
Public Circulation 
Screening of Service Area from Residential Area 
Supervision of Public Entry from Control Room 
Hazard o f Spreading Fire 
Natural Lighting and Views 
CONCEPT SELECT ION 
96 
Concept B was selected due to its potential for 
f 1 ex i b i 1 i t y . W h i 1 e i t d i d have a some vJ ha t g re a t e r 
potential for energy consumption than some of the other 
proposals, it also had a potential for natural venti -
lation if necessary. 
Fire or expansion in one area would also have a 
minimal effect on the rest of the center. The potential 
for individual identity of each element was also ~uch 
greater with this type of concept. The complete 
separation of staff and public entrances i s also ve ry 
important. 
This particular concept solves many of the antici -
pated problems and shou ld rrovide a sound basis for 
design. 
• 
STAFF 
. . 
--- -- -- -- ---- - -
- - - - --- - - - - -
Fi gure 39 
PUBLIC 
• 
Parking 
I 1 
LAW ENFORCEMENT COURT Barrier 
• ·- --- -- - ··· 
- - --
Park i ng DETENTION 
Minimize 
East-West 
Exposure 
L 
-------- ---------._____ ----
--------
- ---J --- - - -----._ -- -- ---- -- --- --
Residential 
st. i 
Buffer 
Center 
Buffer 
-- -
Beltway I 
------------
200 ' SITE CONCEPT 
----------------------~ ------------ ------
0 
0 
A COMPREHENSIVE PROJECT SUBMITTED TO THE FACULTY OF THE COLLEGE OF ARCHITE CTURE , 
CLE MSON UNIVERSITY, IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEG REE OF : 
MA STER OF ARCHITECTURE 
ZACHARY ZAPACK 
l - l '"'OltC I wt "f coumr t 
. 
.... "" ...  DtTl!•"f ICI ~ 
.. 
L _____ 
~~ .. ::-----.__J ..... , 
BEAUFORT COUNTY SITE CONCEPT 
TITLE 
' • • 
PUBLIC 
LJ I I 
• •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • • • 
DETAINEES 
STAFF 
• • • • • • • • • • • 
•••• •••• 
LJUlJl 
........... , ............. . 
CIRCULATION 
1 
0 
0 
00~8 
0 OocP o0oo oO 
0 o0 
~ u~ ~11 0 
~co jJ ; 3!E 
) 
) g ) 
y-\ ~I fl 
JV ' :lJ 0 ?)'"'I ~·~ -.-c 
ooo .a~~ 
Oo0 O o 08cP88ac~0 
SITE PLAN -I 160 2 
- --- --- - ~ 
~~ ~fl
' • 
(¥. w 
\.~~ 
• 
' 
~ 
® 
® 
0 
0 
~ 
r ~A 
• r 
OffQ 
... TllOl 
Of'""C( 
IJ.IA(JSI l~ 
OUtJI. 
I i 
® Dus 
1" 
w 
® 
. .. 
FLOOR 
~ . 
«TICTlYU 
NYI I 
""°'0 n coac:t 
••• 
• I .,.,. __ 
I 
T 
PLAN 
.:ou.tr• 
• ICM4'.'1 
ac. 
<=-- .... 
-· 
......... 
( i]J J """'-..,..ll, PO!l!t ~ 
,. ... • 
•• • 
• 
' __ _,, ___ _, 
-
I iilAl.I I I iil•i.l.S • 1 .......... 
1 r · 4 • • 
"' 
T """'°°'" • O< • 
• ,,. 
• 
I I • 
~--
r-.... 64 3 
0 
0 
NORTH ELEVATION 
WEST ELEVATION 
ELEVATIONS - - 4 
SOUTH ELEVATION 
EAST ELEVATION 
0 
0 ELEVATIONS - - 5 64 
0 
0 
r r ' 
WALL SECTION --
STRUCTURAL 
,, .... 
-· .,. "°°' ·-
~I Tll 
I IN ti • .&.IT11C 
... • IC• ,.,...,, ' OUC'T 
era. '"''" 
II. 01 DI• r\IU" 
• .coulf • •••I 
f UC-IK( !ll l l Mn 
t IT_.,flD kOC• 
.._ .. p4 I 
..... , • Jo., 
• 'fat~,. t:O Sl.OC• 
'WM l R " U( - tJ e P 
... 
1111. •0- I D IL "8 
• • -..JOmi ~ 
• • .... couat.I 
CCoo1~nD , .. L 
'~-
... ..-r .. :ill 
• • • • • 
•• 
=r- E i i 
? -::I 
I: ::ii II. 
SYSTEM 
LOAD BEARING WAll 
- - BEAM 
SECTION A-A 
t 
J: 
' l'i 
E • :J 
t: ·-• _d • 1:- 1-1 • • ....... .. 
-i::.. •~ -~·~ - • -E • -J E • - f : -3 • :I t • 
DOUBLE TEE 
•••• MAJOR SUPPLY DUCT 
• • 
- J::--'~ r : =J 
i: • ~ 
6 
.__ ___ ~ , 
0 
0 
PATROL UNIT 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 
0 0 
l I 
1 
H •••••••••••••••• 
• • • 
• =-• ti :-I c 1 
) 
:: 
<>- I 
'°" 1 
I 
~1 
•••••••••••••••••••••• 
., -
••!•···1 .. ····•·········· 
l=::::;:::=l:==::;;:::::::::j:==;::== 
................... .. . : . ~ 
• = 
MEfl • . _ 
SYSTEM 
J 
li 
FLUORESCENT UNIT 
INCANDESCENT CAN 
••• • MAJOR SUPPLY DUCT 
rn RETURN DUCT 
REPORT WRITING 
- -
i 
32 7 
I• 
0 
0 
HOUSING UNITS 
DETENTION 
·~· - · 0 
HOLDING AREA 
un • • •MER • • 
........... !==- F= =====-···· ·······:· ~ 
0 :. • 
0 
.......... : 
c.t • 
• • 0 
0 
• 
SYSTEM 
FLUORESCENT UNIT •••• SUPPLY DUCT 
INCANDESCENT FIXTURE m1un1D1 RETURN AIR 
- -
ti 
8 
0 
0 
COURT UNIT 
COURT 
COURT LOBBY 
0 0 0 0 0 
•••••••••••••••••••• • • • • • 
• • • • • • •••••••••••••• ••••• 
0 
t === 
• • ~--....._~ 
0 
< 
• • • • • • . : r. ................... 
j 
• =-. : • = • = • § • • . : . : 
1 c. 
-
0 0 0 0 0 
• • • • • • 0 0 
1 
0 
0 
• .. ---.--.. o • 
0 
0 
• • • • 
:J • • • • • o • • • o • 
• • • I 
-
0 
• ......... 
0 
• • -- ,,,_ 
• 
• 
SYSTEM 
FLUORESCENT UNIT 
INCANDESCENT CAN 
• ••• MAJOR SUPPLY DUCT 
www RETURN DUCT 
• 
• •• 
- 9 - 32 
1 
-
0 
0 
- -
--
VIEW FROM THE NORTHEAST 
PERSPECTIVE 
I 
I 
~ 
,/, 
-
,. 
10 
FOOTNOTES 
1. Correctional Environments, (Urbana: National 
Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice Planning and Archi-
tecture, 1971), p. 5. 
2. Ibid. 
3. Ibid. 
4. Ibid., p. 6. 
5. Ibid. 
6. Ibid. 
7. Ibid. 
8. Ibid. 
9. Feasibility Report for a New Joint City-Count 
Law Enforcement Facility, Beaufort County, Columbia: 
V i s mo r , Mc G i 1 l , a n d B e 1 l , I n c . , 1 9 7 4 ) , p . 2 0 . 
10. Ibid., p. 21 . 
11. Ibi d., p. 22. 
12. Ibi d., p. 21. 
13. Ib id. , p. 22. 
14. Ibid. 
15. Ibid., p. 23 . 
16. Ibid. 
17. Ibid. 
109 
11 0 
18. Ibid., p. 24. 
19. Ibid. 
20. Ibid., p. 3. 
21. Ibid., p. 12. 
22 . Ibid., p. 52. 
23. Ibid. 
24. Lowcountry Law Enforcement Report, (Yemassee: 
Lowcountry Regional Planning Council, 1976), p. 10. 
25. Feasibil it Re ort for a New Joint Cit - County 
Law Enforcement Faci l ity, Beaufort County, p. 3 . 
26. Ibid. 
27. Ibid., p. 38. 
28. Ibid., p. 34. 
29. David L. Norrgard, Regional Law Enforcement, 
(Chicago: Public Administration Service, 1969), p. 30. 
30. Lowcountry Law Enforcement Report, p. 25. 
31. Ibid., p. 17. 
32. Greenville City-County 
Master Plan Study, (Greenvi 1 le: 
1971), p. 22 . 
Law Enforcement Cen t er: 
J. E. Sirrine Company, 
33. Spokane County - City Public Safety Bui l ding, 
(Spokane: Walker and McGough, Arc h i tee ts, 1968), p. 10. 
34. Interview with Bill Davis, Craig and Gaulden, 
Architects, 12-3-76. 
1 1 1 
35. Interview with the Building Supervisor, Florence 
C i t y Ha 11 , 1 l - 5-7 6. 
36. 
(Urbana: 
Planning 
Kansas City, Missouri: District Police Services, 
National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice 
and Architecture, 1976), p. 2. 
37. Appleton, Wisconsin: Design for Change, (National 
Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice Planning and Archi-
tecture, 1976), p. 1. 
38. Feasibility Report for a New Joint City-County 
Law Enforcement Facility, Beaufort County, p. 63. 
3 9. I b id . , p. 68. 
40. Interview with John French, Beaufort Pol ice 
Department, ll-3-76. 
41. Greenville City-County Law Enforcement Center: 
Master Plan Study, p. 6. 
42. Feasibility Report for a New Joint City-County 
Law Enforcement Facility, Beaufort County, p. 63. 
43. Neighborhood Analysis, Beaufort, South Carolina, 
(Columbia: Community Planning Division, South Carolina 
State Planning and Grants Division, Office of the 
Governor, 1970), p. 
44. Guidelines for the Planning and Design of Police 
r r o g r a rn s a n d Fa c i 1 i t i e s , ( U r ban a : Na t i on a 1 C 1 ea r i n g ho u s e 
fo r Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture, 1973), 
p. D8c. 
112 
45. Feasibility Report for a New Joint City-County 
Law Enforcement Facility, Beaufort County, p. 64. 
46. Official Zoning Ordinance, (Beaufort: City of 
Beaufort, 1972), p. 51. 
Law 
47. Correctional Environments, p. 6. 
48. Feasibility Report for a New Joint Citz-county 
Enforcement Facility, Beaufort County, p. 6. 
49. Ibid., p. 63. 
50. Beaufort Area Transportation Study, (Columbia: 
South Carolina State Highway Department, 1971), p. 
51. Ibid. 
52. 0. W. Wilson and Roy Clinton Mclaren, Police 
Admin istrati on, (Ne\-J York: McGraw-Hi 11, 1972), p. 541. 
53. Interview with John French. 
54. Beaufort Urban Design Study, (Clemson: Clemson 
Architectu ral Foundation, 1972), p. 
55. Charles G. Ramsey and Harold R. Sleeper, Archi-
tectural Graphic Standards, (New York: John Wiley and 
Sons, Inc., 1970), p. 90 . 
56. Standard Building Code, (B irmingharr: Standard 
Bu i l d i n g C oci e r. on g res s I n t e r n a t i on a l , I n c . , 1 9 7 6 , pp . 
12-14. 
57 . I bid . , pp. 1 2 - l 6. 
S8. Guidel ines for the Plannin~ De s ion of Police 
Programs and Facilities, p. D5.6c. 
59. Ibid., p. D8c. 
60. Norrgard, p. 3. 
61. Guidelines for the Planning and Design of 
Pol ice Programs and Facilities, p. 05. le. 
62. Ibid., p. F2.2c. 
63. Ibid., p. D15.2c. 
64 . I bi d . , p. D 5. 4c. 
6 5. I bid . , p . D 5 . 6c . 
1 1 3 
66. Greenville Count -Cit 
Feasibility Study, Greenville: 
1971). 
Law Enforcement Center: 
J. E. Sirrine Company, 
67. Ibid. 
68. Jail Security, Classification and Disci line, 
~~~~~~_.__,~~~~~~~~~~~~--'L.-.-.---
( Washington : National Sheriffs' Association, 197 , 
p. 71 . 
69. Guidelines for the Planning and Design of 
Pol ice Programs and Facilities, p. Dl3.3c. 
70. F. Warren Benton and Robert Obenland, Prison 
and Jail Security, (Urbana: National Clearinghouse 
for Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture, 1973), 
p. 181. 
71. Feasibility Report for a New Joint City-County 
Law Enforcement Facility, Beaufort County, p. 58. 
72. Norrgard, p. 30. 
7 3 . Ka n s a s C i t y : D i s t r i ct Po 1 i c e Se r v i c es , p . 2 . 
74. Guidelines for the Planning and Design of 
Police Programs and Facilities, p. D6. le. 
75. Wilson, p. 546. 
76. Guidelines for the Planning and Design of 
Pol ice Programs and Facilities, p. C3.7a. 
77. Ibid., p. Dl6.2c. 
7 8. W i l son , p. 54 7. 
79. Noorgard, p. 10. 
80. Jail Architecture, (Washington: National 
Sheriffs' Association, 1975), p. 55. 
81. Jail Administration, (Washington: National 
Sheriffs' Association, 1974), p. 65. 
82. Guidelines for the Planning and Design of 
l 14 
Re ional and Comnunity Correctional Centers for Adults, 
Urbana: 
Planning 
National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice 
and Architecture, 1971), p. Ell.10. 
83. Feasibility Report for a New Joint City- County 
Law Enforcement Facility, Beaufort County, p. 51. 
84. Ibid. 
BIBLIOGRAPHY 
-Adult Corrections in South Carolina. Columbia: South 
Carolina Department of Corrections, 1975. 
Appleton, Wisconsin: Design for Chan9e (no. 5 in a 
series of National Clearinghouse for Criminal 
Justice Planning and Architecture Transfers). 
Urbana: National Clearinghouse for Criminal 
Justice Planning and Architecture, 1976. 
Balchen, Bess. ''Prisons: The Changing Outside View 
o f t he I n s i d e , 1 1 A . I . A . J o u r n a 1 , L V I ( Sept em be r , 
1971), 15-26. 
Beaufort Area Transportation Study. Columbia: South 
Carolina State Highway Department, 1971. 
Beaufort, South Carolina: 
New York: Lawrence A. 
1976. 
Downtown Planning Program. 
Alexander and Co., Inc., 
11 6 
Beaufort Urban Design Study (Fifth Year Design Studio). 
Clemson: Clemson Architectural Foundation, 1972. 
Benton, F. Warren, and Robert Obenland. Prison and 
Jail Security. Urbana: National Clearinghouse 
for Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture, 
197 3. 
Casey, Roy , and J. Lewis Williams. The Modern Jail: 
Design, Equipment, Operation. Keene, Texas: 
Continental Press, 1971. 
''Correctional Architecture: The Symptoms of Neg lect-
The Signs of Hope, 11 Architectural Record, CL 
(August, 1971), 109-2. 
l 1 7 
Correctional Environments. Urbana: National Clearing-
house for Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture, 
1 971 . 
District of Columbia Superior Court, Model Courtroom 
Evaluation. Urbana: National Clearinghouse for 
Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture, 1976. 
The Emerging Rights of the Confined. Columbia: South 
Carolina Department of Corrections, 1972. 
Feasibility Report for a New Joint City-County Law 
Enforcement Facil it , Beaufort Count . Columbia: 
Vismor, McGi 11, and Bell, Inc., 197 . 
Food Service in Jails. Washington: National Sheriffs' 
Association, 1974. 
Greenville City-County Law Enforcement Center: Master 
P 1 a n S t u d y . G re en v i 1 1 e : J • E . S i r r i n e Company , 1 9 7 1 . 
Greenville County-City Law Enforcement Center: Feasi-
bi 1 ity Study. Greenville: J. E. Sirrine Company, 
1 971 . 
Greenville County Public Safety Study, Part I: 
Facilities. Greenville: Greenville County 
Commission, 1968. 
Detention 
Planning 
Greenville County Public Safety Study, Part I I I: Police 
Protection. Greenville: Greenville County Planning 
Commission, 1970. 
Guide Fiscal Year 1973 Comprehensive Law Enforcement 
Plan-South Carolina. Columbia: South Carolina 
Governors Committee on Criminal Administration 
and Juvenile Delinquency, 1972. 
11 8 
Guidelines for the Planning and Design of Police Programs 
and Facilities. Urbana: National Clearinghouse for 
Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture, 1973. 
Guide] ines for the Planning and Design of Regional and 
Community Correctional Centers for Adults. Urbana: 
National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice Planning 
and Architecture, 1971. 
Inmates' Legal Rights. Washington: National Sheriffs' 
Association, 1974. 
Jail Administration. Washington: National Sheriffs' 
Association, 1974. 
Jail Architecture. Washington: National Sheriffs' 
Association, 1975. 
Jail Programs. Washington: National Sheriffs' Associ-
ation, 1974. 
Jail Security, Classification and Discipline. Washing-
ton: National Sheriffs' Association, 1974. 
Ka n s a s C i t y , M i s sou r i : D i s t r i c t Po 1 i c e Se r v i c es . ( no . 9 
in a series of National Clearinghouse for Criminal 
Justice Planning and Architecture Transfers). Urbana: 
National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice Planning 
and Architecture, 1976. 
Law Enforcement Center: Site Evaluation Study. Green-
vi 1 le: Greenville County Planning Commission, 1970. 
Law Enforcement Plan for Region 7. Columbia: Lyles, 
Bissett, Carl isle, and Wolff, 1969. 
Lowcountry Law Enforcement Report. Yemassee: Lowcountry 
Regional Planning Council, 1976. 
Neighborhood Analysis, Beaufort, South Carolina. 
Columbia: Corrrnunity Planning Division, South 
Carolina State Planning and Grants Division, 
Office of the Governor, 1970. 
New Roles for Jails: Guidelines for Planning. 
ington: Department of Justice, U.S. Bureau 
Prisons, 1969. 
Wash-
of 
119 
Norrgard, David L. Regional Law Enforcement. Chicago: 
Public Administration Service, 1969. 
Official Zoning Ordinance. Beaufort: City of Beaufort, 
1972. 
Portland, Maine: A Move to Community Involvement (no. 4 
in a series of National Clearinghouse for Criminal 
Justice Planning and Architecture Transfers). 
Urbana: National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice 
Planning and Architecture, 1976. 
Ramsey, Charles G., and Harold R. Sleeper. 
tectural Graphic Standards. New York: 
and Sons, Inc., 1970. 
Archi-
John Wi 1 ey 
Sanitation in the Jail. Washington: National Sheriffs' 
Association, 1974. · 
Spokane County-City Public Safety Building. Spokane: 
Walker and McGough, Architects, 1968. 
Standard Building Code. Birmingham: Standard Building 
Code Congress International, 1976. 
Washington, D.C.: Model Courtroom on Trial (no. 12 in 
a series of National Clearinghouse for Criminal 
Justice Planning and Architecture Transfers). 
Urbana: National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice 
Planning and Architecture, 1976. 
120 
Wilson, 0. W. and Roy Clinton Mclaren. Police Adminis-
tration. New York: McGraw-Hill, 1972. 
111111 ~llll Il l~~ill l ~[lf~ijlllll~lil JI 1111111111 
3 1604 001 459 181 
